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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )E) Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 October 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-8,12-29 and 36-50 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 4-6, 15-19,2 1-23, 26-29 and 38-4 1 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) £g Claim(s) 1-3,7,8,12-14,20,24,25,36,37 and 42-50 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) £<] The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)£3 The drawing(s) filed on 01 April 2004 is/are: a)KI accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1) £3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 7-6-04 . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 4-6, 15-19, 21-23, 26-29, and 38-41 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected group 
and/or species. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the 
reply filed on 10-18-05. 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of group I and the species of figure 26 in the 
reply filed on 10-18-05 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the 
claim groups are so closely related that restriction should be withdrawn. This is not 
found persuasive because at least with regard to comparison of claims 1+ and 15+, 
while applicant has amended the claims to reduce the differences, the claims are still 
properly restrictable as subcombination and combination. Note the subcombination of 
claim 1 defines potentially patentably distinct specifics not required of the combination 
of claim 15. Applicant is reminded that it is the evidence claims that are relied upon for 
purposes of restriction. With regard to the election of species requirement, applicant's 
comments are noted. After further review, the examiner has determined that claims 4-6, 
21-23, 26, and 29 are additionally not drawn to the elected embodiment and are 
withdrawn. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 



3. 



The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
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On page 3 - line 19, "Figs. 17 and 18 are" should be -Fig. 17 is-. Additionally, "views" 
on page 3 - line 19 should be -view--. On page 3 - line 22, "Figs. 19 and 20" should be 
-Figs. 18 and 19-. On page 3 - line 25, "Fig. 21 is a" should be -Figs. 20 and 21 are- 
. Additionally, "view" on page 3 - line 25 should be -views-. On page 9 - line 4, "Fig. 
7" should be -Fig. 8-. On page 9 - line 30, "Fig. 8" should be -Fig. 9-. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

4. Claims 12, 13, 24, 25, 36-37, and 44-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 12, line 3 is somewhat confusing, and "rear panel window" could be replaced with 
-respective one of said rear panel windows— to clarify the claim as best understood. 
Claim 13, "retracted" in line 4 and "extended" in line 6 should be -extended — and - 
retracted — respectively - note figure 5 and the associated instant specification 
description. 

Claim 24, line 1 is somewhat confusing, and "assembly" could be replaced with -one of 
said assemblies — to clarify the claim in this regard as best understood. Additionally, 
line 2 is somewhat confusing, and "assembly" could be replaced with -one of said 
assemblies — to clarify the claim in this regard as best understood 
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Claim 25, lines 1 and 2 are somewhat confusing, and "first seat" in line 2 could be 
replaced with -seat defines a first seat and— to clarify the claim in this regard as best 
understood. 

Claim 36, lines 1 and 2 are somewhat confusing, and "first seat" in line 2 could be 
replaced with -seat defines a first seat and— to clarify the claim in this regard as best 
understood. 

Claim 44, line 1 is somewhat confusing, and "first seat" in line 1 could be replaced with 
-seat defines a first seat and — to clarify the claim in this regard as best understood. 
Finally note, while a complete action on the merits for the following claims is not 
included herein, in an effort to expedite prosecution, the following is noted. 
Withdrawn claim 5, "side panels" in line 2 should be -rear panels--. Additionally, line 4 
is somewhat confusing, and "an outer panel and an inner panel of a rear panel" could 
be replaced with -a respective said outer panel and a respective said inner panel of a 
respective one of said rear panels — to correct the claim in this regard as best 
understood. 

Withdrawn claim 21, lines 1 and 3 are somewhat confusing, and -said — could be 
inserted before each of "assemblies" on line 2 and "assemblies" of line 3 to clarify the 
claim in this regard as best understood. 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-3, 7, 12-13, 20, 25, and 42-43, as best understood, are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Corey et al. 

Note body expansion portion 40 movable to define volumes as recited. The device 
includes a first seat supported by the body as broadly claimed. 
Claims 2 and 3, the device defines walls, panels, a roof, and a floor configured as 
broadly claimed. 

Claim 7, the perimeter flange of panel 43 would engage an edge as broadly claimed - 
see figure 4 etc. 

Claim 12, note aligned windows 34 and 44 (figure 4 and section 6, lines 13-20 etc.). 
Claim 13, the flanges on either side of walls 42 which engage section 30 inner and outer 
surfaces of the rear wall thereof define seals engaging engagement surfaces as broadly 
claimed and as best understood. 

Claim 20, the system teaches the use of multiple actuators (e.g. screws 81 etc.) which 
would define housings, brackets, and movable members as broadly claimed. 
Claim 25, the device includes seats as broadly claimed - note figures 1,4,5, etc. 
Claims 42 and 43, the device defines a seat that is configured as broadly claimed. 

7. Claims 1-3, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
St. Marie '697. 

Note body expansion portion 15+ (figure 1) movable to define volumes as recited. 
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Regarding claim 1, the bottom platform of the movable expansion portion would define a 
seat as broadly claimed. Moreover, St. Marie includes additional conventional seats 
which would read on the seat as broadly claimed. 

Claims 2 and 3, the device defines walls, panels, a roof, and a floor configured as 
broadly claimed. 

Claim 14, the device defines wheel wells - see figure 1 etc. The lower wall is positioned 
as broadly claimed. 

8. Claims 1-2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hodges. 

Note body 55+, expansion portion (2, 14, 26+), and a first seat as broadly claimed. 
Claim 2, the fixed vehicle portion defines a roof extending between rear panels and a 
floor. The expansion portion includes a rear wall 38+, side walls (4,16,28+) as broadly 
claimed, an upper wall (e.g. 15) as broadly claimed, and a lower wall 27 as broadly 
claimed. 

Claim 8, element 38+ defines a lift gate door with a hatch window as broadly claimed. 

9. Claims 1-3 and 12, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Fillios. 

Note body 14+ and expansion portion 16+ movable to define volumes as recited. The 
device includes a first seat supported by the body as broadly claimed. 
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Claims 2 and 3, the device defines walls, panels, a roof, and a floor configured as 
broadly claimed. 

Claim 12, note windows 36 and 40. 

10. Claims 7 and 13, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Bradford '858. 

Note expansion portion (110,112+ or 28+) and fixed body 23+. The body includes a 

seat as broadly claimed. The body and portion define walls, panels, a roof, and a floor 

as broadly claimed (e.g. the perimeter walls of each member 110+,23+). 

Regarding claim 7, the device is deemed configured as broadly claimed - see figure 9A 

etc. 

Regarding claim 13, the device is deemed to define seals and surfaces as broadly 
claimed and as best understood - note figures 3, 8, 9A etc. 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
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were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

13. Claims 1 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Anderson '475. 

Anderson teaches a vehicle with a body and expansion portion (62a, 62b+) movable to 
define volumes as recited. The device includes a first seat supported by the body as 
broadly claimed. 

Claim 20, actuation and support assemblies 76 include brackets, housings, and 
movable members configured as broadly claimed - see figure 2 etc. 

14. Claims 25, 36, and 44-46, as best understood, are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Fillios. 

Regarding claims 25, 36, and 44, Fillios teaches all of the features of claim 1 as 
discussed above and further teaches a plurality of longitudinally spaced seats movable 
with the expansion portion - note circles representing seats around the rectangular 
table in the plan view of figure 1 1 . While the reference is silent as to if these expansion 
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portion seats are connected to the lower wall, it is assumed they are connected as such 
is the common practice in the art. 

If it is assumed that the expansion portion seats are not connected to the lower wall (i.e. 
they merely rest on the lower wall), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to connect the seats to the lower wall to prevent movement and possible damage 
to the surrounding components (e.g. by the seats tumbling into the cabinets etc.) during 
travel in view of known art practices. 

Regarding claim 45, at least some of the horizontal surfaces of the dashboard section of 
the vehicle would define a table as broadly claimed. 
Claim 46, the seats are configured as broadly claimed. 

15. Claims 44-46, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Anderson 
'475. 

Regarding claims 44 and 46, Anderson teaches all of the features of claim 1 as 
discussed above and further teaches a plurality of longitudinally spaced seats movable 
with the expansion portion (e.g. seats 146) as broadly claimed. While the reference is 
silent as to if these expansion portion seats are connected to the lower wall, it is 
assumed they are connected as such is the common practice for such structures in the 
art. 
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If it is assumed that the expansion portion seats are not connected to the lower wall (i.e. 
they merely rest on the lower wall), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to connect the seats to the lower wall to prevent movement and possible damage 
to the surrounding components (e.g. by the seats tumbling into the cabinets etc.) during 
travel in view of known art practices. 
Regarding claim 45, note table 140 etc. 

16. Claim 49, as best understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson '475. 

Anderson is deemed to anticipate or fairly suggest the instant combination of claim 45 
as discussed above. Anderson teaches a plurality of tables (e.g. 140, 176, etc). 
Regarding claim 49, Anderson fails to specifically teach that one of the tables is 
collapsible as recited. 

Collapsible tables for camper structures are notoriously well known in the art. To 
fabricate one of the tables of Anderson (e.g. table 176) as a collapsible table in order to 
allow more system flexibility/utility would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art in view of known art practices and would not constitute a patentably distinct from 
the teachings of Anderson. 

17. Claims 24, 37, 47, 48, and 50 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Gordon whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6661 . The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Stephen Gordon 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3612 

stg 



